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Dear Sir: 

In response to the proposed rule, Continental Express offers the following comments. 

n After reading the justification in the NPRM for incorporation of the AED, it appears that 
the size of aircraft affected was an arbitrary decision. No mention is made of the size of 
aircraft involved in the “event report” used to collect data for the proposal but I speculate 
that the aircraft involved are at least 100 passenger capacity or larger. The proposal would 
affect aircraft with less than half this capacity and I submit that the exposure to an “event” 
in this size of aircraft is greatly reduced from sampled fleet. The added weight, unit 
expense, and use of scarce cabin space may render the smaller (50 passengers and less) 
aircraft unlikely candidates for this rule. 

We have no real data to offer to support the above conclusion but couldn’t discern from the 
NPRM justification whether smaller aircraft, operated under FAR 121, were considered for 
exclusion or not. 

8 The NPRM proposes to mandate compliance for all aircraft with greater than 7500 lbs. 
payload operated under Part 121. Tl~e ody reference I can find for a definition of 
“payload” is in Advisory Circular 120-21C and 91-23A which defines it as zero fuel weight 
less basic operating weight. As zero fuel weight is a fixed number at type certification and 
basic operating weight is unique to individual aircraft, it is conceivable that a portion of a 
given aircraft type within an operator’s fleet may be affected and the remaining not. I 
suggest that the applicability of this rule, and others like it, be driven by passenger seat 
capacity (a fured value) versus a variable weight. 

Steve Donohue 
Director, Technical Services 


